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Law Fa(•ulty
by Jill Olson and Dave Capp
The law school faculty met on
February 17, 1977 to consider
proposals' submitted by the Ad
Hoc Committee. These proposals
dealt with changes in the law
school curriculum and arose out
of faculty sub-committee action.
Most controversial of the proposals was that making Evidence a
required course for graduation
and one whereby all required

Honor Code
Committee
Conducts
Survey
by Steve King
Student's opinions on the
Honor Code will be sought in a
survey to be conducted Wednesday, March 2, and Thursday,
March 3, at Wesemann Hall. Results of the questionaire will be
used by the S.B.A. Honor Code
Committee to formulate recommendations in regards to the
honor system.
First-year students will receive
the su:rV'ey as they enter Property
classes on Wednesday. Second and
third -year students will be handed
the questionaire at Taxation and
Business Associations classes on
Wednesday. On Thursday, thirdyear students attending Ethics will
receive the survey.
Students not participating in the
above mentioned classes can obtain a questionaire from any of
the following S.B.A. representa·tives: John Mayfield, Leonard
Washington, Dan Callahan, Ken
Anderson, Bob Zentz, Jill Olson,
and Steve King. Completed questionaires should be returned to
the above-mentioned people or
placed in a box which will be put
in the lobby.
The anonymous survey will include at least the following questions;
1. Do you favor abolishing the
Honor Code?
2. Would you favor retaining
the Honor Code as it presently
stands?
3. If the Honor Code was retained, which of the following
changes would you favor?
a) Limiting exam-taking to four
classrooms?
b) Elimination of the requirement that you inform on other
students who you know have violated the Honor Code?
c) Establishing a requirement
that professors put on bulletin
boards an explanation of what
conduct will constitute a violation
of the Honor Code in regards to
their particular course?
d) More faculty supervision of
exams, including a more definite
approach to the problem as to
when students are required to
stop writing?
4. Have you at any time tolerated other students' use of unauthorized aid?
Your comments and suggestions will also be solicited as a
part of the survey. Your participation in the survey is, of course,
not mandatory, and failure to
participate would probably not
constitute an Honor Code violation. (Ed. note: it is unclear
whether this last statement is
meant to be vague.)
Please get your opinion on the
record, though. The validity of
any S.B.A. proposals is de~endent
on you participation.
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courses must be taken here at Valpo. The faculty determined that
the Evidence requirement would
apply to the current first- year
class and those classes admitted
thereafter, but would not apply to
the current second or third-year
classes. Additionally, the required
courses proposal will apply to the
current first-year class but is not
intended to apply to transfer students who satisfied requirements
before transfer nor would this
affect current second and thirdyear classes.
The question has been raised as
to why these changes should
apply to the current first-year
class rather than imposing them
upon the ,incoming fall class of
year. Generally, most colleges and
universities have a policy whereby
a student will graduate under
those requiJ;ements stated in the
catalog which was in existence
when that student entered the
school. Valpo holds to such a policy, but according to Dean Meyer,
this policy does not necessarily
reach all curriculum changes that
are made.
This in turn leads to the argument that the student has relied
upon the information regarding
the curriculum and graduation requirements as set forth in the
catalog. The Dean commented
that each time the faculty changes
policy, it considers if there is a
strong reliance interest to be protected. He noted that while it
would be very difficult for a
current second or third-year student to adjust their class schedule
so as to accomodate the proposed
changes, that difficulty is not P.r esent as to first-year students since
they still have two more years to
complete their education and the
changes should not work any
hardship upon them. This, in addition to the argument that these
changes are invoked in order to
further provide a "good legal education" is part of the rationale
behind the faculty decision to
impose such on the ·current firstyear class and the classes thereafter.
It should also be noted that
with the implementation of the
above proposals into the curriculum it will no longer be possible
for a student to participate as
both an accelerating student
(graduation after 5 semesters and
summer work) and also take the
early Indiana Bar Examination
(taken after the second year).
Again the faculty rationale is that
it is most important that the
student be provide with a good
legal education and that this will
not be sacrificed in order for a
student to take advantage of these
other programs.
Faculty action was also taken
on several other proposals which
included:
1. Law of the Poor and Introduction to Legal Aid will be combined into a single 3-credit course
to be offered in the fall semester.
2. Business Associations and
Federal Practice will be moved to
the. fall semester.
3. Evidence and the new course
combining Law of the Poor and
Introduction to Legal Aid will be
required before a student will be
allowed to enroll in the Clinic
Program. Family Law, Federal
Practice, Trial Advocacy and
Criminal Procedure are recommended (but not required) course
for clinic students.
4. Students may take 3 hours in
Clinic in a summer session and 3
hours each semester of the third
year, and with the approval of the

Clinic Committee a student may
take from 4-6 hours per semester
in Clinic so long as they do not
exceed a total of 12 Clinic hours
to be applied toward a degree.
5. A 3-credit course in Labor
Law, tentatively entitled Labor
Law II, will be added to the
curriculum to be offered in the
spring semester of each year in
addition to the Labor Law course
currently offered during the fall
semester.
6. A one-hour course tentatively entitled Special Study will be
added to the curriculum to allow
all members of the faculty to
offer advanced courses for thirdyear students in specialized areas
of study. (This course cannot be
used to satisfy the Seminar requirement for graduation . )
All of the proposals presented
by the Ad Hoc Committee were
passed by the faculty. These
changes will then be sent to CAPS
(Committee on Academic and
Professional Standards) which
coordinates the requirements for
graduation and curricular requirements of the university. These
curriculum changes must be
approved by CAPS before they
can be implemented; at this date,
approval is expected. While CAPS
does not provide for any student
representation on its committee
nor any student presentation at its
meetings it is possible, according
to Dean Meyer, for a student to
send a written comment/protest
to the committee chairman which
will then be read and discussed at
their meeting.

Writing, "I've neither given nor
received, nor will I tolerate other's
use of unauthorized aid," on written work is the average law student's only realization that the
Law School operates on an honor
system. Some students know that
violations of the Honor Code
come before the Law School
Court. A few students, very few,
know anything about the court.
_ According to its jurisdictional
statement, the Court was "formed
pursuant to the Instrument for
Internal Governance as promul·
gated by Valparaiso University. It
has exclusive jurisdiction over law
students for "enforcement of all
non-academic University regulations including: "University
Senate Regulations, including
those which are also state and
federal law; Law School Regulations; and Administration of the
Honor System." This jurisdictional statement is part of a set of
procedural rules drafted by the
Court to afford an accused due
process. The Procedures are not
an attempt at codification of the
Honor Code, nor are they intended to be. Rather, they provide
basic procedural guidelines to the
Court which continues to revise
the procedures based on its experience. The Procedures will
eventually be presented to the
faculty and SBA for approval.
(Court members have copies of
the current rules.)
The Court consists of two
faculty members recommended
by the Dean and two law students
recommended by the SBA president with the consent of the SBA
Executive Board. President Huegli
1 formally
appoints the Court
which currently consists of Professors Berner and Willis and Paul
Wenzloff and Don Visser. Each
member serves a one-year term
and may be re-appointed.
The Court operates with
"Presenters" whose function is

the gathering and presentin,g of
evidence of alleged offenses to the
Court. 'lbe Executive Board of
SBA appoints three Presenters
from among the SBA. For the
1 9 7 6-7 7 school year, Stu
Hyvonen, Alwin Tamosius and
William Boklund have served as
Presenters pursuant to ad hoc
appointment. The Court members
as well as the procedural rules of
the Court emphasize that "the
primary responsibility of the Presenter is not to obtain a finding of
guilt, but rather, to gather and
present all relevant evidence
whether such tends to show a
violation or absense of a violation."
Under Court rules, any person
may initiate procedings by communicating information regarding
an alleged violation to a member
of the Court, the Dean, or the
SBA President. The rules make
provisions for timing of a Hearing,
discovery,
representation, confrontation and direct and cross
examination of witnesses, qualification of evidence, disqualification of Court members for cause,
and appropriate sanctions "which
include, but are not limited to : a)
expulsion, b) suspension, c) the
assignment of a particular grade in
any course or courses, d) imposition of fines or the requirement of
restitution, e) reference of the
matter to other authorities, f)
censure,. g) the placement of a
notation of a finding of violation
on the accused's permanent
record." The findings of the Court
are recommendations to the University President who officially
makes a determination and to
whom an appeal may be made.
The rules of the Court characterize its proceedings as a "fair and
efficient administration of alleged
violations of University Senate
Regulations, Law School Regulations, and the Honor System
through a relatively informal yet
adversary, accusatorial process."
continued on page two.

S.B.A. Elections
by Andrea Knish
The Student Bar Association
will hold elections for officers and
representatives on Wednesday,
March 23, and Thursday, March
24. All first and second-year students are eligible to become candidates for SBA president, vicepresident, secretary and treasurer.
The current first-year class will
elect from among its ranks three
second-year class representatives
and one faculty representative.
The current second -year class will
elect appropriate third -year representatives.
Candidates for the four major
offices are required to obtaind the
signatures of 50 eligible student
voters on their nominating petitions. Representative candidates
need obtain only 25 such signatures for nomination. Petitions are
available in the SBA office. A
student's signature on a nominating petition does not indicate
singular support of that particular
candidate, but rather, insures that
an appropriate number of students know about his candidacy.
Thus, a student may sign more
than one nominating petition for
the same office. Any current first
or second -year student may sign
officer's petitions, but signatures
on petitions for representatives
are limited to those who will be
part of that representative's constituency. Deadline for receipt of
the petitions in the SBA office is
4 p.m., March 9. More detailed
information on the petition and
election process may be obtained
from the SBA.
THE FORUM will publish a
''Candidates Profile" issue on
March 21. Candidates for all

offices are requested to submit a
2 00 word statement to THE
FORUM by 4 p.m., March 9.
Candidate pictures will be takent
during Chapel Break on March 10.
Both the pictures and the statements will appear in the March 21
issue. Due to space limitations,
candidate's statements are subject
to a "cut-off" test. Thus, candi-

dates are requested to address the
issues they present in descending
order of importance. THE
FORUM believes that the above
procedures will afford all students
an opportunity to cast knowledgeable and intelligent votes.
More detailed information may
be obtained from THE FORUM
editors.

S.B.A .. Resolution
WHEREAS the faculty of Valparaiso University School of Law
has passed a resolution making it
mandatory that all courses required by the Law School be
taken at Valparaiso University
School of Law and;
WHEREAS the application of
the aforementioned resolution
shall apply to the members of the
class of 1979 and;
WHEREAS the faculty of Valparaiso University formed an ad
hoc committee composed entirely
of faculty members, thus bypassing all student members of
fatulty committees and:
WHEREAS the adoption of
said resolution by the committee
and by the faculty as a whole was
totally void of any effective stu-

dent input and;
WHEREAS the enforcement of
said regulation will work an extreme hardship on members of the
Class of 1979 and;
WHEREAS the regulation is
not contained in the 1976-1977
Valparaiso University School of
Law Bulletin under which the
Class of 1979 entered and will
graduate,
BE IT THEREFORE RESOLVED that the Student Bar
Association of Valparaiso University School of Law condemns the
action taken by the faculty and
requests that the action be returned to the faculty for reconsideration with the requisite student input but under no conditions should this resolution apply
to the Class of 1979.

The Student Bar Association
THE FORUM
BALSA
WLSA
Valparaiso University Student Chapter, National Lawyer's Guild
•

-"=
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or Dictation?

It is difficult to assess last 1\londay 's mini-confrontation betu-·een
studer1ts and faculty in a packed courtroom. Yet, it seems obt'ious .
something is seriously wrong and needs correction unless we want the
the educatimwl process to be poisoned by a growing "us against
them" syndrome in both the faculty and student body.
In my mir1d this event demonstrated once agairL that education is a
cooperative affair. ~ hen one sector of the community attempts to
make major structural changes without con..,ulting the other half, it
can only lead to distrust and ill will. While some conflict can be a
creative force, too much antagonism can only be enervating and
counterproductive.
We are now at a turning point. Students are saying that this isn't the
1950's. They feel that they have a valid right to help determine the
course of their legal education. Faculty members feel that the quality
of legal education may be slipping and changes are needed. These
attitudes need not lead to distrust and antagonism. But that, I would
suggest, will be the ultimate result if faculty action even "appears" to
be unilateral in the future.
Both groups will have to bend if a spirit of cooperation is to return.
However, I think it is important to note that the faculty has the
ability to remain inflexible. Because of this fact, the ultimate
responsibility for breaching the credibility gap which has been created
lies more heavily on their shoulders. There are over two months
remaining in this school year. We have the choice of shifting gears and
cooperating or continuing to antagonize one another. THE FORUM
continued from page one.
has supported "meaningful" as opposed to "token" student irwolveTypical cases within the Court's
ment_all year and suggests th~~j)s not_only appropriate at this time,
jurisdiction include plagarism,
but Virtually necessary. ....,~~:t=,~=t'~~-f-----

Au!or'g Note:. Students can
and s ouf takt 1t upon themselves to become familiar with
both the procedural and substantive aspects of the Law School
Court by speaking with Court
members and hunting down University and Law School Regulations in print. I'm not sure that
there is any one place to find all
the regulations; apparently, some
are in the Law School catalog,
some, in the University catalog,
some, in the Faculty Handbook,
and still others are created on a
class by . class basis and in faculty
meetings. It also must be noted
that the Procedures by which the
Court operates have been extant
in writing at least a year and have
not been approved "officially" as
it were by either the faculty or
the SBA.
Since Court proceedings are private unless the accused requests a
public hearing, the exact actions
which have been found to be
violations cannot be revealed; but,
general guidelines should be available. While this article has dealt
chiefly with the procedural as-

pects of the Law School Court ;
many substantive and administrative questions remain unanswered·
Should the scope of the Court's
jurisdiction be given more attention, particularly in the orientation of first-year student? (Some
attempt at this was made in the
last two years Legal Problems
classes.) Do the procedures now
used provide adequate notice of
University Senate and Law School
Regulations as well as the impact
of the whole Honor System?
Should we continue to operate
under an Honor System? Are only
students subject to sanctions by
the Court or may a faculty member violate the Honor Code?
I realize that along with procedural safedguards some "flexibility" must be built into every
system, but I do not believe that
at this point students have or are
afforded a knowledge of the
system sufficient to even begin to
anticipate the meaning of "flexibility." If the Law School Court is
to be a meaningfully integral part
of the Law School, much more
work awaits all concerned.

Rules

Balsa Notes
The latest move by the faculty
to mandate that all required
courses be taken here at Valparaiso crystalizes the extreme attitue of paternalism it holds toward
its students. It is said, by members
of the faculty, that greater "control" is needed in the students'
curriculum to insure that those
who are graduated from VU Law
School have a comprehensive legal
education. Granted, guidance is
needed in any system but even a
necessary thing can be taken too
far.
Underlying this feeling of paternalism is the basic mistrust of the
law students' ability to sift
through the law curriculum and
choose those classes most needed
for an effective law practice. The
faculty reasons that if it does not
require courses such as Evidence
and Constitutional Law, students
may not take them. I ·doubt
that any individual, attempting to
be a competent legal consultant,
would overlook the dire necessity
for these courses. In fact, the real
gripe of the faculty seems to be
that an increasing number of students are not taking Evidence
here. The reason given by one
faculty member is that the VU
professor requires attendance and
"grades hard.'\ Whatever the true
reasons for such and increasingly
low level of participation in VU's
Evidence course, it seems only fair
that if a student must pay more
than $1300 per semester for
classes, (s)he should be given the
option to take certain classes at
another accredited law school if
(s)he feels it offers a higher quality of education in a particular
area.
Some faculty members conelude that students here escape
the rigors of VU Evidence by
taking the "Mickey Mouse" Evidence course offered at Notre
Dame. Whether or not Notre
Dame teaches "Mickey Mouse"
courses is a matter of opinion; but
why should a subjective assessment of Notre Dame ~ourses

dictate attitudes towards law
courses taught at Northwestern,
Wayne State, or Harvard? If the
faculty must go so far as to
require that students take certain
courses here then there is an
implied duty on their part to see
that those courses are taught as
effectively as possible. Presently,
many students feel that that duty
is being breached. Moreover, the
faculty is not willing to stop at
merely requmng that certain
courses be taken here. Its next
step will be to set a specific
passing grade for those required
courses. It stands to reason that
those seeking to control will stop
at nothing short of complete control. Soon students' entire legal
education may be predetermined
with a three year block of courses
(much like the first-year tract)
leaving little, if any, room for our
own creativity and variation.
Complete control under the guise
of paternalism is the name of the
game_
When will the faculty realize
that students are the pulse of the
law· school? Then will they accept
the fact that they need us?
Imagine the tremendous crippling
result from the loss of law school
tuition? Students are mature
adults (many are married with
families) who are blessed with
inherent logic. We deserve a larger
role in determining law school
policies. But, with the latest tool
of the faculty, namely the Ad Hoc
Committee, our ability to affect
what we learn might will be erased
and replaced with a 1950's atmosphere. Then, studerts were seen
and not heard. If the Constitution
of the United States confers
parents with the right to guide
their child's education, why won't
VU insure that right f~>r its adult
professional student?
One professor remarked that if
students don't want to take all
their courses at their prospective
alma mater, they can transfer. Is
that the choice with which we
must be left?

writing past the allotted examination time, theft of library materials, enforcement of individual professor's class regulations, and the
interpretations of what constitutes "unauthorized aid" or
"tolerate" within the meaning of
the Honor Code.

Letters to the Editor

certain faculty members. Since
Code-! think it's the best thing
The faculty this past week
this seems to be at the root of the
passed a new regulation which
since the Salem Witch Trials or
problem, I am at a loss to undermade Evidence a required course
maybe the Hitler youth. The best
stand why the committee did not
needed for graduation (a reguthing about it is-it's not unconstiattack the problem of faculty
latjop this writer has no argument
tutionally vague and best of all it
evaluation before taking such a
with). They also passed a regulais applied in a fair and evendrastic measure as they have now
tion which now requires that all
handed manner.
taken. Instead, this avenue of exrequired courses in the curriculum
When I was a kid the worst
be taken at this University. This - pression of opinion has been forething next to lying and stealing
closed and the suggestion has been
rule has been made retroactive to
was being a tattletale. My parents,
made that if one wishes to take
apply to the current first-year
my companions and yes, even the
one's required courses at another
class.
school teachers hated a tattletale.
institution one might just as will
I think it is relatively intersting
There have been various terms to
transfer to that university (into look at how this came about.
describe people who tell on other
teresting idea).
The regulation was promulgated
people- all have negative connoOne of the most frequently
by an Ad Hoc Committee comtations (rats, finks, snitches,
bantered about reasons given for
posed entirely of faculty members
stoolies, traitors). Well, I used to
the new change is so that the
which had been set up to study
be an ignorant kid. See, I never
faculty can have control over the
and make recommendations conhad much respect for these stool
course content so that we all
. cerning curriculum. The directive
pidgeons. Well, let me put these
to this committee was to obtain receive an adequate legal educachildish values behind me. At law
tion. It seems to me the only
student input on their endeavor.
school I learned that rat finking is
person· who has any control over
In this case not only was there no
an honorable calling. The reason
the course content is the indivistudent input, but some of the
you see is that we will all be
dual instructor. Since faculty
committee members were aphonest lawyers if only we learn to
members never attend their
parently surprised by the proposal
turn each other in. -'The honor
colleagues' classes to see what the
and yet it was passed.
code could have averted Watercourse content actually is, the
The proposa). then came before
gate, World War II, the killing of
only way the rest of the faculty
the faculty as a whole, again as a
Christ, and further, is a cure for
can be aware of the course conrelative surprise, and was passed.
gout. I mean its possible uses are
tent is by an outline of the course
And so, with no student input and
absolutely endless. I can hardly
with a questionable amount of by the instructor. Isn't this
wait to find someone to turn in
input in the entire process the analogous to a catalog description
for something. (The other day
from another college or university
new law school regulation was
someone actually stole some T.P.
and yet, in the one form this is
passed.
from stall no. one for use in stall
In discussion this chain of allowable while it is not in the
no. two. Do you think that person
events with several faculty mem- other.
violated the honor code?)
Bob Zentz
hers after the fact, the thing that
Welcome to 1984.
upset me the most was the fact
In reply to Steve King:
Name withheld by request.
that the faculty members were.
What do I think of the Honor
sorry the students were left out
but felt the outcome would have
been the same regardless of the
student input. Does anyone get
the distinct impression that this is
THE FORUM STAFF
the attitude toward the students
Editor
Mark Heimsoth
concerning anything of imporTom Ludwig
Managing Editor
tance especialy where curriculum
Andrf>a Knish
Associate Editor
is involved?
Jim Stan
Business Mana~er
If this is to be the format and
Staff Photograplter
Sandi Jones
attitude concerning any regulaDave Myers ·
Sports Editor
~-------------------------------,tionswh~hare~ss~,ili@k~
cut the sham and stop having the
Debra Luzietti
Layout Editor ·
Carolyn Neuert
Layout Editor
appearance of student input. If
Art Editor
Steve Tuuk
the faculty is going to be exclusively involved with the curricuhose consumer in the student lum changes, then let's specify
Stuff-Brian Lee, William Murrain, John. Johnson, Cindy Hedge, John
Pro fesaor Dawson's wife, a
Lee, Jill Oison, Bob Selund, Dave Heritier, Ray Berger, Art Boos
special education teacher at Hayes body who would be interested in that and then everyone will know
Leonard School in Valparaiso donating their containers should where they stand.
March 3, 1977
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needs certain materials for her drop them in the appropriate box
Some students have been so
THE
FORUM
is
published
fortnightly
during
the
dcademic
year.
It is the
learning disabilities class to make outside Professor Dawson's door. bold as to suggest that attendance
student newspaper ot the ValpardiSo University School of Law, Valparaiso,
planters. The requested materials Mrs. Dawson thanks those who in courses at other universities is
Indiana, 46383. The views expressed in this paper are not necessarily those of
are Leggs panty hose containers or are willing to help.
the only meaningful way students
the Editorial Board or Staff. FORUM is funded by the Student Bar Associasomething similar. Any panty
have to voice their discontent over
tion. Copyrighted.
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Entropy

Financial Aid
Now Available

by Dave Heritier
"You hang around, you learn."
I think Lenny Bruce said that. I
think we have all learned a few
things this week. Among them is
the fact that the purported system
whereby students have input and
influence in law school policy is
not exactly that at all. We do have
considerable influence when it
ct>mes to decisions about where
and when to hold the next kegger,
but beyond that,. the student voice
is little more than background
noise. I think I have really always
known this, as have any of you
who can count to twelve, but it
doesn't make the disappointments
of recent days any less upsetting.
The crux of the situation is
this: when it comes to matters of
important policy in any given
area, the faculty will, and does do
whatever it feels is best-regardless
of student opinion. The most
common argument for this system
is that "students simply do not
have a basis to make a proper
judgment. . . " Another argument
is "student arguments and complaints are always the same . . .
they never change." Why then,
you might ask, do we bother with
the student representation arrangement at all? Make up your
own answer.
The recent faculty action requiring that certain courses be
taken here has inspired a great
deal of student reaction. Students
I have talked to feel that they and
their rights have been betrayed.
The members of the faculty I have
talked to about that action feel
that is was entirely within their
province to take such action, and
they are right. The rationale on
which the decision and the actior1
were based is sound. That action

by Bob Selund
was purportedly based on a desire
The Law School will no longer
to tum out from this law school a
administer its own financial aid
consistent and well qualified
program. Due to the increasing
"product."
complexity of the financial aid
What the faculty has done, with
system, and the need to comply
all good intentions, is to reenforce
with government regulations, all
many students' impressions that
student financial aid activity will
the faculty doesn't give a damn
be centralized in the University's
about student's opinions, or about
Financial Aid office.
them as human beings. This reacMr. Joel Speckhard, director of
tion is not illogical. The faculty
Financial Aid Services, has inaction was taken without student
dicated that presently there is
input, and regardless of the good
about $7 5,000 available for grants
intentions, or the logic of that
to needy law students, in addition
decision, it was badly implementto loan funds, federally funded
ed. What other reaction can
bank loans, and the National
idividuals have to such an action
birect Student Loan Program.
when it flies in the face of the
While there is no absolute deadsystem that students are enline for loan or grant applications
couraged to participate in and
generally, those students who
depend upon? Bad form, guys! I
Would this fall under the Camara rule regarding searches?
must know the final action on
t,hink the decision and the faculty
their applications, must complete
action is probably quite sound,
the application process by March
and will benefit the law school in
15.
the long run. I abhor the means
There are special financial aid
used to implement it. Th~ faculty
programs for Michigan residents
has a duty, and ethical duty, to
and the Law School still has concarry out its policy making proby William Murrain
trol over two small trusts. Mr.
cess within the structure of the
"·We paid for it, we bought it,
Does America stand to gain
Speckhard can provide informasystem th~y themselves have ap- ·
anything by transferring the
we built it, we own it and we're
tion specifically regarding the forproved. I support the SBA resolulimited rights she still exercises in
going to keep it." Famous last
mer, and Professor Brockington,
tion to the faculty to suspend this
words of Ronald Reagan paraa canal which is rapidly becomin~
the latter. Both gentlemenwelaction and to take it up again
phrased throughout the last elecobsolete. Believe it or not, Americome student questions and are
through established channels. I
tion campaign by Gerald Ford and · ca could gain an immense wealth
available to assist students with
would take the same position had
Jimmy Carter. If any of these
of good will from Latin American
financial aid planning.
the action taken by the faculty
gentlemen availed themselves of and third world nations by returnbeen to make every second Tuesthe opportunity to inspect the
ing the Canal and offering to train
day free beer and lunch day.
original 1903 treaty, they would
the
Panamanians to take over and
There is, as I have already
have found that Panama and the
run the canal.
pointed out, no way for student
U.S. signed a treaty "leasing" the
SPECIAL:
wishes or opinions, however well
land
to the U.S. for the purpose
reasoned or logical, to upset anyAs a service to seniors who arE
of constructing and administering
busy interviewing in their endeav
thing the faculty really wants to
a canal. The treaty also granted
ors to find permanent employ
do. That is probably as it should
the U.S. the right "In perpetuity,"
ment, we offer the following:
be. After all, what do students
to conduct any activities necessary
by Phill Cantrell
know? BUT. . . if they are going
to support, defend, and adminisStriving to avoid the continuto put the screws to us, they
Gavel Modern Legal Forms
ter the canal, within the territory
ous lack of mental and social
should at least go through proper
specified. It is probably the
development among young AmeriG13: 57 Letter of Rejection
channels to do it. Smile.
treaty's granting of rights "In percans, three first-year law students,
petuity" which prompted Senator
Les Allison, Phill Cantrell and
Hiyakawa to respond to a quesJack Johnson, organized a group
Dear
tion on the U.S.-Panama situaouting for nine orphan residents
tion by saying "We stole it fair
of Lake County Children's Home
I very much enjoyed meeting
and square." For the uninitiated,
of Gary, Indiana.
with you in early autumn of this
aid" actually was. Our next exper- a subsequent treaty has reduced
This outing, on Tuesday, Feb- past year. I found your firm to be
ience with the Honor Code was American hegemony in the
ruary 22, brought these orphans simply wonderful.
again related to Legal Problems, Panama Canal Zone from perpetuto hear Mr. Dick Gregory speak at
when Gene Henning attempted to ity to 99 years.
Valparaiso University. Mr. GregUnfortunately, the "science" of
So what's the problem? I subexplain what the Code was during
ory's lecture was to stimulate selecting a law firm with which to
a class period. Although this was mit that if the old men who are so
thought as to political and social associate is, at best, unperfected,
helpful, it hardly removed all the apt to declare wars which they
awareness. He proposed various and the decision always extremely
questions about the Honor Code don't have to fight, have to fight
means by which individuals could
difficult. After careful evaluation
this next war they're working up
from our minds,
influence governmental policies. of the many excellent opportuniIn attempting to gain further to, the problem would be resolved
Citing many examples, Mr. ties afforded by your firm, I have
insight into how the Code oper· overnight. America has paid
Gregory illustrated how citizen
decided to eliminate you from
ates and what is demanded of us Panama a rental fee for use of the
apathy may result in governmen- futher consideration. I am sure,
as students or even of the instruc- canal ever since her involvement
tal policies which are detrimental
however, that with the may fine
tors, we made reference to the there. The canal was not sold on
to the American public. The
attributes you firm possesses and
school catalog and engaged in contract, so what other reason
young visitors found both the
with you excellent record, you
discussions with fellow classmates would anyone have paying rent
university environment and Mr.
will be able to satisfactorily fill
about what the Code meant and for something they already own.
Gregory's speech stimulating and
any positions which you may have
Has anyone stopped to ask
in what instances it applies. It was
providing an alternative for future
available.
clear that cheating on a test or "what value is the Panama Canal
achievement.
getting a licensed attorney to and the Canal Zone?" Militarily, it
In an effort to continue univerI wish you the very best of luck
write your assignments for you has outlived such use. Most naval
sity and community involvement,
in all your endeavors.
were covered by the Code, but ships are too large to use the canal
Jack Johnson and Phill Cantrell
what about cutting classes or today and the repair facilities at
seek to encourage positive attiVery truly yours,
hearing 'third or fourth-party tales the naval base in Guantanama
tudes in the lives of these young
of alleged violations? Our class- Bay, Cuba, are more than
peo pie. Seriously interested
Courtesy of the GAVEL, Clevemates also expressed great con- adequate. Economically, the canal
parties may contact Jack Johnson
land-Marshall College of Law.
fusion about this. Further student has begun to lose money in the
and Phill Cantrell at Valparaiso
input will be gained from a stu- last few years, and most new
Law School.
dent survey to be taken in March. commercial ships are too large to
(See Steve King's article in this use the canal. If our reasons for
issue.)
remaining in the canal zone are
116 E. Lincolnway
Judging from this information, not military nor economic, what
the student body is in need of other reasons could we possibly
Valparaiso, Ind.
further education of the modus have? Could it be a false sense of
operandi of our Honor Code. preserving the residue of pride left
PION~ NATIONAl.
Perhaps the faculty would publish after the debacle (not defeat) we
Phone 462-4188
Ttru: INSURANCE
Ms. Knish's article in future Uni- experienced in VietNam?
versity Bulletins. In urging further
definition of the Code, we are not
urging the adoption of a rigid set
ORANGE BOWL RESTAURANT &
of rules or a set number of rules,
COCKTAIL LOUNGE
because the field of ethics requires
a flexible system, and we do not
U.S. 30 & STATE RD. 49
intend to impune the integrity of
1401 E. Lincolnway
Phone--462-5541
those presently administering the
462-8819 \
system. We only urge that the
purposes of the Code will be advanced when the students accept
th.e system or act within it with a
firm understanding of it. It would
PHONE·:
be appropriate that the faculty
provide some material or explain
462-2151
the Code on orientation · day, so
that incoming students can gain
VMPAUIIO • ICQUTI • . . . . ~ • ~
that understanding.

CanalBreedslll Will

LegalFonn

Students Aid

Gary Orphans

Honor ~de has Problems
by John Lanning and Ray Berger
Last issue, these writers explored the- question · of whether
the situation of our law school
warranted the u~e df an honor
code. We also posed 's everal questions that were to be answered in
this issue. One question posed
was: "How does the present system work?" This question is
answered by Ms. Andrea Knish's
article in this issue, and we urge
every student to read that article
to gain a general understanding of
what the Honor Code demands of
them. We devote our article to:
"How well does the present system accomplish its desired ends?"
In answering this question,
these writers start with the
premise that any system which is
designed to promote the students'
ability and willingness "to accept
t}l~ duties and responsibilities of
honorable conduct for the sake of
the Valparaiso University community," would have to be based
upon the students' knowledgeable
participation within the system.
(We refer you again to Ms. Andrea
Knish's article.) A system touching upon personal morality can
only be willingly accepted when
the persons accepting are aware of
how the system works.
In determining how knowledgeable the present student body is
about the operation of our honor
code, these writers make reference
to their past experience with the
Honor Code. Our first contact
with the Honor Code came when
we had to turn in our first legal
problems assignment; we were
told to put "I have neither given
nor received nor will I tolerate
other's use of unauthorized aid"
on the paper and sign it. When we
asked our T.A.'s about the meaning of the statement, we were told
that it meant that we certified
that we had not cheated in preparing our three case synthesis,
leaving us to our subjective determination of what "cheat" meant
or technically what "unauthorized
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Dave· Myers~
Sport Shorts
This column is pleased to announce the pairin~ for the V.U.
Intramural Playoffs which will
have ended yesterday. (Long leads
can be a pain.) Wesemann Hall
(that's the name of the edifice in
which we are receiving a legal
education) placed no less than five
representatives in the 26 team
tourney, paced by the Brown
League Champs, Hung Jury (8-Q)
and Jay Lauer's Battling BARD
(8-1 ).
Other Legal type entries include the young dull Nolo Contenderes, who turned in a 8-1
mark as runners up in the Crusader League, the Incredible Hulk
(6-2) and the Hairy Hand (5-3).
That folks, comes to a sparkling
over-all record of 35-7. Of Course,
we probably should mention the
Barristers, with a 2-6 record, but
37-13 is not too shabby either.
One bad break for the young
a ttomeys is a pairing system
which has 4 of the 5 squads in the
same bracket. In fact the Nolos
will have to tangle with the
veteran Hulk in first round play,
and the winner of that cantest
probably will have met the BARD
by the time you read this. Stay
tuned for the results in a FORUM
near you.
Speaking of results, here are the
results of the last regular FORUM
press basketball pol1cond ucted by
all the FORUM roving sports reporters (me): 1. Hung Jury, 2.
BARD, 3. Nolos, 4. Hulk, 5. Hairy
Hand, 6. Barristers, 7. Solicitors,
99. Rialto Room Rockets. Needless to say, a post tourney poll
will be published.
Mike "I Love the Dome" Bush,
reports that on behalf of the
faculty, Bruce "Slam Dunk"
Berner has issued a challenge to
whichever team is considered to
be Numero Uno. All the appropriate captains have consented
and final details will be worked
out shortly.

Ill
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The Hung Jury, nailed down an
undefeated season and the Brown
League title with a come-frombehind win over the previously
undefeated Brandt Bombers on
February 15. Coach Tom Hoffman 's run and gunners got off to a
terrible start and trailed 6-8 after
their worst quarter of the year.
In the second period, a scrappy
defense and baskets by Hoffman
and Dave "The Garbage will be
collected promptly at 10:45"
Geisler paced the eventual winners
to a 15-11 intermission margin.
The Jurists increased the lead to
30-24 after three periods and
coasted home to a 45-35 win on
Mike Bush's free throw shooting
(10 ft. and 2 baskets for the
Pride ot the Irish). Bush led the
Brown League Champs and Number One law School squad with
14 while Denny Logan added 7
and Tom Hoffman 6.
The Jury wrapped up their unblemished season a week later
with a forfeit win over the
league's chief losers, the Feeble
Weebles, and will draw a first
round bye in Tournament action.

Team captains, get your softball rosters ready-spring is just
around the corner, I hope.
Plans are also underway for the
annual Faculty-Ladies Law-Day
Basketball contest.
A few scores are in from the
Ralls S.I. College Football
League :
Minnesota 1960 29
Navy 1963 14
Hunt over Myers, but the glare
off Chris' head bothered me.
LSU 1969 24
Georgia Tech 1966 0
Arkansas 19 69 34
Missouri 1969 21
Alabama 1966 17
Tennessee 1970 6
Start playing those games fellas.
The chess tourney (thrill,
yawn) has resumed with Geisler
meeting Capp in pawn to pawn
action. Thanks- for your time, this
time, till next time.

Haity ,Hand

Splits Pair
The Hairy Hand spilt two recent decisions, edging a much
taller Wehrenberg IV team by a
52-50 count and then slipping in a
disappointing 36-34 loss to the
Forbeatens. In the victory, the
Paws jumped off to a 4-0 lead and
led by 5-7 points throughout the
contest in upsetting the 5-2 dorm
five.
The key to the upset was the
ability of Jeff "Curley" Holstrom
to penetrate the defense and
dump the ball to Glenn "ABA"
Vician and Pete Hessler who contributed 20 and 15 points respectively. Steve Sproule, newly incorporated into the Hand attack
added nine. Holstrom, John
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Hung Jury
Cops Crown _

Phone 462-1482
Keg Beer--Wine
Liquor
1802 E. Linco1nway
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Mike Cook (Really!) unloads jumper for BARD.
Garber and "a guy named Hessler" (quote attributable to guess
who) paced the defense.
The following Sunday, the
short-handed Handies were ripe
for an upset and as such fell by
two. Down by seven at the half,
. the lawyers battled back and had
a chance to pull the contest out
late in the game but -victory
slopped away from the grasp of a
"spent, (wasted is a better term)
Pete Hessler in the closing seconds. Vician again led all Paw
scores with 10, Garber added
eight, and Hessler seven.

Bowlers Roll
The BARD Bowlers, getting
their most balanced scoring of the
year defeated the Big Brick 3-0 to
wrap up an undefeated season in
intramural · bowling competition.
Captain Dan "Back Alley" Wehrenberg paced the league champs
with a 531 series. followed' closely
by Bumper Hostetler's 520 series
and Mike "King Pin" Weiss' 513.
Fast Lane Fred Simons rolled a
snappy 442 and Steve "URRAH"
Purtel aded a measly 329 (worst
series of the year for Steve ). The
BARD will now enter tourney
play hoping to nail down another
title for Wesemann.
In other bowling news, Gale
Garriott holds · an early second
round lead in the campus individual tourney with an impressive
605 series. (Let one get away
didn't you, Daniel?) Dan Wehrenberg is also in the top twenty-but
this writer can't take the time to
go to the union to find out
exactly where. Good luck!
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Tourney
Scores
Due to a big hole in this week's
sports page, THE FORUM is
happy to present first round
results
from last Monday's
opening round of the IM Tournament. In the lower bracket, the
Hairy Hand were easily eliminated
by the lamda Chi lamb Chops
58-36, despite great efforts by
Pete Hessler and Glenn Vician.
The Hand ended their season at
·5-4. In the upper bracket, a strong
comeback by the veteran Incredible Hulk, paced by Dan Smock's
outcourt barrage, gave the Big
Green Machine a two point win
over the younger Nolo Contendere squad. The Nolos end their
successful, but dull season, with
an 8-2 record. The Law School's
No. 2 squad, BARD, ran their
record to 8-1 with a 79-33 win
over K-Hill Gang.

Racquetball
Resuis
Most of the first round results
from the racquetball tourney
being conducted by Mr. Replay,
Ken "Thump-Thump" Anderson.
Hung · Jury teammates Denny
''Counselor" Logan will meet
Goose Geisler after Logan defeated Denny Carlson and Cieisler
got by Ed Grafton.Mike Bush
didn't win for the Gipper, losing
to the Tourney Host, and Ron
Johnston edged John Lanning.
Defending champ Dan Wehrenberg edged Joe Simanski and Kent
"Off the Wall, Schnack slipped
by Boo-Boo Walden, thereby gaining the quarter- finals against Rick
Bolhouse a winner over Francisco Davila•
In the only semi -final action
played to date, Ron Johnston
destroyed the hopes of the tournament founder and will meet the
winner of the Logan-Geisler
match

PHONE US at 462-6211
2110 NORTH CALUMET
VALPARAISO, IND.

Ms.-Win
The Ladies of Wesemann, better known in the hardcourt circles
as the Solicitors, followed the
winning ways of their male coun. ter-parts with a thrilling 12-10
victory over the Kappas last
Wednesday. Sue _Barton's fifte~n
foot jumper at the buzzer gave the
women the come from behind
win.
Down 6-3 at the half (I take it
back Nolos-DHM), Anne Bowman's three point play knotted
the score at 6-6. Sometime later
Ms. Barton sank two free throws
to give the lady lawyers a lead but
the sorority tied the score (by my
calculations at the time, it should
have given them the lead) with 23
seconds left. Bowman brought the
ball down court, got it to 1Barton
at the head of the key and Sweet
Touch Sue dropped it in at the
buzzer. Way to go-ladies ! ! !

Softball
League Commissioner Chris
Hunt has announced that The
Weseman Hall Law School Softball League will hold its second
annual organizational meeting on
Wednesday March 9. The League,
beginning its second season, will
consist of as many teams as can be
formed. As THE FORUM goes to
press, the BARD captained by an
aging sports writer, Bob Stochel 's
Hairy Hand, Frankie Davil~'s
Fighters (Change that name
Frank) and Teddy Oyler's Nolo's
have entered.
The League involves only law
school teams and uses the basic
round 12 inch softball. Bases have
been purchased for this year's
play but weather arrangements are
pending, as the Commissioner has
. had problems contacting the
appropriate agent. More spots are
available, so get your clubs together.

Natiooal

BaDk
"The East Uncolnway ~ (nur
Campus) remains open ncb day,
except Saturday. until s:-oo p.m.
for the ~onvenience of Valparaiso
· un;~rsity students. On Satur9ay
the office is open :.~ntil 1 2 o'dock
noon.

